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PREFACE 


==) HO" the diſſenters could 
7 A 
nm . Wo | not be diſpleaſed, when the 
bh i Ta learned and pious Biſhop of 
Bangor andertooł the cauſe 


E 4 


The Hy WE of liberty, and ſo bravely 


defended it; yet they were willing enough to be 
only ſpectators in this diſpute. But it pleaſed 


Dr. Snape to reproach them, and myſelf by 
name, for not appearing in it. This, 1 
doubt not, will juſtify my writing 4 Letter 
to him upon that ſubject. And ſince Dean 
Sherlock, in his late Vindication of the 
Corporation and Teſt Acts, has made 
ſame animadverſions upon two or three in- 
pocent paſſages in that Letter, I am by this 


A 2 means 
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means drawn 4 ſecond time into the debate: 
becauſe the Dean might probably reckon it 4 


ſight, if I ſhould take no notice of what he 
if pleaſed to chjeit againſt me, However 
the reader will find, J inſi in this Anſwer 
only on what relates particularly to myſelf , 
or elſe to the foundation on which the Dean's 
whole rea ſoning is built; without attempting 
4 defence of any particular paſſages of his 
Lordſbip's writings, nhich he pretends to 
cenſure. The world expects this in 4 little 
time from his Lordjhip s incomparable pen; 
and that he will finiſh with his own hand 
this nobls and uſeful controverſy. Nor 
will any one, I ſuppoſe, blame me for wav- 
ing 4 defence, which will be ſhortly made to 


4 much greater advantage. 


T know not what truth there may be in ſome 


people's ſufpicion, that the Dean, being now ſon- 


ſible of the aiſſervice which both his own repu- 
tation and cauſe receive by his conteſt with e 


| great an adverſary, is therefore deſirous of drop- 


ing him; that he may ingage with one, from 


whom be may hope to obtain a more certain, 


F not fo g'orious a triumph; and has accord- 


ingly pitch'd upen 15 Ly the man. But if 
| his 
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this be his deſign, my aſfection to the diſ- 
ſenters, the liberty of the ſulject, and the 
intereſt of religion,. will command my beſt 
ſervices to attend him. Tho I muſt needs ſay, 
"tis great pity the Dean ſhould be ſo far in- 
gaged with any other perſon, as that his 
Loraſhip's ſide of the controverſy ſhould fall 
into any hands but his own, who is ſo per- 
felt a maſter of it; and has both with an 
inimitable temper, as well as ſtrengih, ſo 
near exhauſted it. . 


After I had ſent away my papers, the 
ſecond edition of the Deax's Vindication 
came out with a Poſtſcript; wherein his 
worthy friend in the country wakes à re- 
fletion upon me. He mentions 4 clauſe, 
that was inſe ted Ly the court party, in the 
Bill for abrogating the Oaths of allegi- 
ance and ſupremacy, and appointing, of 
others; whereby receiving the ſacrament ac- 
cording to the uſage of the church of Eng- 
land, or in any other proteſiant congrega- 
tion, was made a ſuſſicient qualification for 
. any office, ce. | 

From hence, he ſays, tis very plain, 
that they [the Diſſexters] would not re- 

fuſe 


The PxEYAck. 
fuſe to take it (for offices) in their own 


vi 


point. 

He mizht have draum his 1 uſion with 
leſs trouble, with reference to all thoſe dif- 
ſenters, who 
the uſage of the church of England. For 
they who would wot refuſe to take it ſo, would 
wot refuſe to tate it in their own cungre · 
gations. With many diſſemers tis no queſtt- 
on, whether it be lawful to take it as a quali- 
fication, tho "tis with all, whether it may be 
lawfuily impoſed, as ſach. 

He adds: And yet that practice 
would be liable to all Biſhop Hoaaley's 
objections. 

But the Biſhop is not chargeable with any 
inconſilency, as tho! he pleaded for i. 
Tho I dont. think this is exailly tree; 
fince had the clauſe been enatted, the diſ 
fexters would have been undoubtedly em- 
power'd by ut to refuſe for as were unfit for 
the ſacrament. 

Hie ſays: They never made the leaſt 
objection. againſt the Nataralization Act, 
3 it was in force; which required 

foreign 


congregations, if they could gain that 


uſed to take it according to 
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foreign proteſtants to receive the ſacra- 


ment in any proteſtam congregation ; 
notwithſtanding what Mr. Piste writes. 
All the argaments againſt the Teſt Act 
were of equal force againſt the Naturaliza- 
tion Act, and the diſſenters had no rea- 
Jon to object agaiuſt this particular cirtum- 
ſtance ef the latrer; that when it was reſolv« 
ed to infift' apon receiving the ſacrament as 
« quaalifitation, the law did not exclude ſach 
a were ſatisſied to receive it in a prote ſtant 
_ congregation, tho they ſcrapled to rereive it 
in the church of England. But let the 
Dean's friend try, if he can find tho ever 
pleaded for the thing in general, or abate 
their arguments on that occaſion. | 
Next he tranſcribes my words: The Par- 
liament did never deſign to guard againſt 
the diſſenters by the Te Act, but only 
againſt the papiſts; however the act 
has been ſince baſely abuſed [I ſaid, 
turned againſt them.) For tho? 'tis true, 
thoſe who firſt deviſed the act, uſed not 
to attend our aſſemblies; yet *tis well 
known they were favourers of the dif- 
enters, and friends to our civil liber- 


ties. 
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ties. The law itſelf has been cenſured 
by diſſenters and churchmen, as unjuſt 
and ungodly ; and if our adverſaries had 
any regard to the honour of chriſtianity, 
they would long a go have earneſted foli- 
cited the repeal of it. 

For what end be ſets down this paſſage, I 
cannot imagine; unleſs it was to take occa- 
ſion to add his marginal Annotation. For 
thus he refers to my Book there: Vindica- 
tion of the Diſſenters, pag. 284. Part I. 
A book which gives the true ſpirit and 
principles of the diſſenters. 

If this be true, I did not miſi my aim in 
writing it; and the Bookſeller has particular 
reaſon to own the acknowledgment ſeaſonable , 
ſince he informs me, he is juſt pon publiing 
4 Second Edition Yun it. 


- SOME 


REFLECTIONS 


UPON 
Dean Sher/ct's 
VINDICATION 
OF THE 


Corporation and Teft Act.. 


* IN CE Dean Sherlock 
has thought fit to take 
notice of ſome paſſages 
of mine, in his late Vin- 
dication of the Corporation 
and Teft Act,; he will 

_ not, I perſuade myſelf, 
be offended, if I defend myſelf, and examine 
the ſtrength of his reaſonings upon this ſub- 
jet. Should I go diſtinctly over the ſeveral 
parts of his diſcourſe, which is very long 
B and 


* 
2 


(10) 


and tedious, I ſhould treſpaſs upon the rea- 
der's patience, and break in upon the pro- 
vince of one, who is much better able to 
manage it himſelf. Nor indeed, is there any 
neceſſity of putting myſelf to that trouble, 
ſince his reaſoning is ſophiſtical, and he has 
artfully left out the chief thing, which he 
ought to have prov'd. And if I make that 
plain to the reader, I may depend on his ex- 
cuſing me as to any thing elle. 

That I may not therefore multiply words, 
Iwill take the caſe as he has ſtated it, and 
ſuppoſe, That the receiving the ſacrament 
according to the uſage of the church of England, 
is only the proof, or teſt, of a man's being 
well affected to that church: tho' I fee 
no reaſon why it ſhould not be look'd- up- 
on as the qualification for an office; ſince 
let a man diſcover his diſaffection to 

the church as much as he will in other re- 
ſpects, yet he is by ſo receiving the ſacra- 
ment qualify'd in the eye of the law for his 
. office ; nor is he liable to any penalty for ac- 
cepting it, provided he has thus qualify'd 
- himſelf. But to let that paſs: 7 
The Dean tells us, p. 15. The two queſtions 
which naturally ariſe from the true ſtate of the y 
caſe, are theſe: 

I. Whether it be lawful to confine offices of 

power 
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power and truſt in the government, to ſuch as are 
obedient and well affected to the eccleſiaſtical ſtate, 
and conſtitution of the realm ? 

II. Suppoſing this to be lawful : Whether it be 
alſo lawful to require of any man, who is wil- 
ling to accept an office civil or military, that he 
ſhould communicate with the eſtabliſh'd church ; 
and particularly, that be ſhould receive the ſacra- 
ment according to the uſage of it, in order to 
prove ſuch his obedience and good affect ion to the 
eccleſiaſtical conſtitution ? 

The reader ſees here plainly, that the lat- 
ter of theſe queſtions is wholly needleſs, un- 
leſs the former is reſolv'd in the affirmative. 
Tt was therefore the Dean's buſineſs, to make 
that out very clearly. I hope, 'twill appear 
from what I ſhall ſay, that he has rather cun- 
ningly wav'd, than attempted it. And if that 
be true, all his diſcourſe upon the ſecond 
queſtion is nothing to the purpoſe, 

Let us then examine the method he takes 
to reſolve the former of theſe queſtions. Thus 
then he treats of it, p. 22. This queſtion will be 
determin'd by the reſolution of two points. 

1. Whether it be lawful in any caſe to make 
laws, by which ſome perſons ſhall be render'd in- 
capable of offices? 

2. Whether it be reaſonable in the caſe before 
„ LY 
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Let the reader compare theſe two points with 
the former of the two preceding queſtions, 
and he will preſently ſee the principal thing 
is now left out, and ſhuffled off. Every one 
would expect, that according to the firſt que- 
ſtion, he would attempt to prove it lawful 
and juſt, to confine offices to ſuch as are obedient 
and well affected to the eccleſiaſtical eſtate : i. e. 
that he would have offer'd at ſome proof, that 
a bare difference in religion, whether the ci- 
vil ſtate be affected thereby, or not, is a rea- 
ſonable ground of 3 incapacitating men. But 
this main point is not at all conſider d by 
him, in his diſcourſing upon the two queſti- 
ons he propoſes. 

His firſt point, which he ſpeaks to, ſerves 
only for a flouriſh ; for as he has expreſs d it, 
he can't but be aſfur d, there is no one denies 
it: particularly, my Lord of Bangor, againſt 
whom he is writing, has over and over af- 
ſerted it in his Preſervative ; and has ſhewy. 
that tis lawful, in ſome caſes, to make laws. 
by which ſome perſons ſhall be render'd in- 
capable of offices. The ſtate has a right to 
ſecure itſelf by incapacitating papiſts, and 
all others, who embrace any opinions, whether 
in matters of religion, or not, which will be 
prejudicial in their own nature to it. But 
had the Yeu put in the limiting clauſe, and 
„„ | en 
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ſpoken of the incapacitating men merely for 
a difference in religion, when that difference 
does not at all affect the ſtate, the very hy- 
potheſis which he chuſes to argue upon, 
would have determin'd this point againſt him. 
This I will now make out ; the conſequence 
of which will be, That all he has ſaid upon 
this head, is nothing to the purpoſe. 
The hypotheſis the Dean argues upon, he 
gives us in theſe remarkable words, p. 23. As 
men in a ſtate of nature (for I am willing to argue 
upon that hypotheſis) are upon a foot of equality ; 
ſo are they when they enter into « formed gowern- 
ment, and lay equal claim to all the advantages 
ariſing from thence. 
' Now ſuch religious teſts as the Dean pleads 
for, are directly contrary to this hypotheſis 
For if men in a ſtate of nature are upon a 
foot of equality, they are ſo with reference 
to their ſeveral reſpective religions, and no 
one has any right to preſcribe to another any 
rules therein. And if their entering into a 
formed government makes no alteration in 
this caſe, they muſt all remain poſſeſꝰd of the 
right they had before, and have, notwithſtand- 
ing their religious differences, an equal claim 
to all the advantages ariſing from the govern- 
ment. Nor can thoſe with whom they agree 
fo ge the 1 power, juſtly inca- 
ö 7 
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pacitate any of them, upon ſuch an account, 
to receive any of thoſe advantages. The rea- 
fon of this is: becauſe as this government is 
founded ſolely upon the conſent and agree- 
ment of the parties who enter into it, fo it 
can have no farther power than what was by 
all agreed to. But it cannot be ſuppos'd, that 
men would agree to give up their right to chuſe 
their own religion : nay, if they had done ſo, 
yet, fince no man has a right to part with 
his conſcience, the contract would have been 
ipſo facto void. And if men can't be ſuppos d 
to give the government the power of pre- 
ſcribing to them in matters of religion, they 
cannot be ſuppos'd to give them a power of 
making laws to exclude them from offices, 
upon the account of the religion which they 
profeſs. 

I need not be at the trouble of examining 
what the Dean ſays in ſeveral pages upon 
this point, ſince I have now overthrown his 
foundation. There is only one thing which 
may ſeem to look like an argument, and 
therefore I ſhall conſider i it. 

"Tis what he ſays to invalidate the plea 
drawn from mens natural rights, p. 25. There 
is not, I preſume, a ſtronger natural right, than 
be right of food and raiment ; this is founded in 
common neceſſit) ＋ nature; and tis not to be 

thought, 
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thought, that God ſent men into the world merely 
ro ſtarve, without giving them a right to uſe in 
common ſo much of it, as their neceſſities require, 
But now we ſee this right is limited and reftrain'd 
by all governments in the world; property is ſe- 
cur'd every where by humane laws ; and a very 
wnequal diviſion of the good things of life is intro- 
duc'd; the far greater part of mankind live upon 
their labour, or by charity; hard as this is, yet 
rhe neceſſity of government juſtifies the proviſion ; 
and an apoſtle of Chriſt has given us a rule in 
conſequence of it : If any man will not work, 
neither let him eat. 

The right men have to food and raiment, 
muſt be a right to have them as the fruit of 
their own labour, or their own poſſeſſions. 
If a thing has no proprietor, any one has a 
right to uſe it. But no one has a right to en- 
ter upon another's property, to ſupply himſelf 
with food and raiment. Nor do I think the 
Dean ſpeaks properly, when he ſays, this rigbe 
is limited and reſtrain d by all governments. Pro- 
perty is antecedent to government, and the 
| deſign of government is to ſecure property. 
And if in a ſtate of nature I had occupied a 
piece of land, which had no antecedent pro- 
prietor, and had planted or ſown it, no man 
had a right to come and ſupply himſelf with 
food out of it. And if he attempted to do 

- ſo, 


 : 


ſo, I might very juſtly repel force with 
force. Nor can the very unequal diviſion of the 
good things of life be juſtly ſaid to be introduc d 
by humane laws. This unequal diviſion is pro- 
perly the effect of mens care or ſloth,however 
humane laws ſecure mens property therein. 

But let us ſee the conſequence the Dean 
draws from theſe premiſes, p. 26. L it lawful 
then to refrain the natural right that every man 
bas to food and raiment? Aud is it unlawful to 
limit the capacity which ſubjects have to places of 
power and truſt in the government. 

The Dean is miſtaken in his poſition, ſince 
there is in this caſe no reſtraint of any na- 
tural right; and therefore tis no wonder if 
his inference does not hold. 

He adds: There is indeed ſo much compaſſion 
and equity left for caſes of natural neceſſity, that 
in the laſt extremity we ſtill ſay, Neceſſity bas no 
low : but it muſt be a ſad world, whenever 
avarice and the luſt of power obtain the Jame pri- 
vilege. 

The Dean has given here a home thruſt to I 
the cauſe he undertakes to defend. For cis 
evident, that nothing but avarice and luſt of 
power can have been the cauſes of their 
| having monopoliz'd all places of profit and 
power. Farther, the reader may pleaſe to ob- 
rve, there is a vaſt difference between the 


caſe 
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” @aſin diſpute, and that which the Dean 
here argues upon. Tis the intereſt of any 
government to preſerve all its ſubjects; and 
therefore in ſuch caſes of extreme neceſſity 
private rights are juſtly ſubmitted to the pu- 
blic good: nor can any one have reaſon to 
repine at this, ſince he is liable to be in the 
ſame caſe, and to reap the ſame benefit by it; 
whereas the depriving men of their natural 
rights, merely for the ſake of their religi- 
on, can be of no ſervice at all to the pu- 
blic. 

Having thus ſhewn the defect there is in 
this firſt part of the Dean's reaſoning, l might 
wave all the reſt, which is wholly built upon 
the ſuppoſition of the truth of this. But ſince 
his way of arguing here is of a piece wich 
the former for its fairneſs, and he has 
thought fit to take notice of me, the reader 
will excuſe me if I make ſome remarks upon 
his diſcourſe, 

3 Thus then he paſſes to his ſecond point, 
pP. 30. But the right of the. ſtate to limit the 
* \ſubjedls capacity of holding places of power and 
truſt being ſuppos'd ; it ſtill remains to be conſider- 


ed, whether they had ſufficient reaſon for what 
they did in the caſe before us. 


The government of England is in the bands of 
chriſtians; ; and ſo far, 1 hope, there is no fault, 
C When 
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then they, in whom this power was lodg'd, found 
it neceſſary to forſake the errors of the church of 
Rome, and to throw off the yoke of popiſh power, 
under which they had been long oppreſſed ; they ſaw 
at the ſame time,that religion could not be preſerv d 


without ſome ſettled order and diſcipline, 


The order and diſcipline here refer'd to, 
cannot, I ſuppoſe, mean that which Chriſt 
appointed ; by which however religion was 
at firſt preſerved, and kept in a flouriſhing 
condition, without any ſuch ſettlements by 


the ſtate. 


But he goes on, p. 31. And tho the refor- 
mation claim'd the uſe of the ſcriptures as the un- 
doubted right of every chriſtian, who was capa- 
ble of uſing them ; yet they had ſenſe enough to 
know, that to leave every man to make the beſt of 
bis Bible, without any farther direction or reſtraint, 
would naturally tend to confuſion, and fill the 
kingdom with all the wild conceits that ignorance 
and enthuſiaſm could produce. 

This ſentence is to me very myſterious, 
Whom the Dean means to except by that li- 
miting clauſe, who was capable of uſing them, 
I cannot imagine;unleſs they ſhould be ideots, 
infants, or ſuch as not being able to read 
themſelves,were ſo unhappy at the ſame time 
at to have loſt their hearing, and ſo could not 
profit by others reading to them. If theſe are 

the 


(19) 


the only ones accepted, all other chriftians 
are ſuppos'd to have an undoubted right to the 
uſe of the ſcriptures. What then is this right? 
*Tis not, it ſeems, to make the beſt of their 
Bible, without any farther direction or re- 
ſtraint. Now when a chriſtian has got his 
Bible, he muſt depend upon the judgment of 
others for the meaning of it; and when he 
ſees any thing ever ſo clearly preſcribed in 
his Bible, he muſt not venture to put it in 
practice, without their conſent. How brave- 
ly muſt ſuch a reformation mend the caſe of 
the people? What great odds is there between 
their not being allowed the uſe of the ſcrip- 
tures, and their not being allowed to judge 
for themſelves, according to the beſt of their 
underſtandings, what is the meaning, of them? 
I ſuppoſe no one who is acquainted with the 

Dean's ſtile, will think I injure him, when TI 
| jud ge, that his expreſſion of our reformers having 
ſenſe enough to know, is deſign d as a reflection, 
He girds ſome body, who, it ſeems, had not ſenſe 
enough to know, that to leave every man to maks 
the beſt of bis Bible, without any farther dired ion 
or reſtraint, would naturally tend to confuſion, 
Since he has not thought fit to ſpeak out, hg 
muſt leave his readers to gueſs whom hg 
means. I make no doubt his aim js at my 
Lord of Barger ; and the rather, becauſe J 
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dont jmagine he would ſpeak fo of our Bleſ- 
ſed Saviour, who does not ſeem to have ap- 
prehended any ſuch diſmal conſequences of 
mens being left to make the beſt of their Bj- 
ble. 

He adds: They conſidered farther, that it was 
the will of Chriſt, that there ſhould be a wiſible 
church; and tho' they had withdrawn from the 
church of Rome, as being corrupt, yet they were 
obliged to viſible communion ; for theſe reaſons they 
continued the national church, freed from the er- 
rers and the corruptions of Rome, under a govern- 
ment and diſcipline formed upon the platform of 
primitive chriſtianity. 

That 'twas the will of Chriſt, there ſhould 
be a catholic viſible church, and particular 
viſible churches, I grant ; but that it was his 
will, there ſhould be one national church, which 
the Dean has craftily brought into the conclu- 
ſion of his reaſoning, has not yet been made 
appear. The Dean will do his cauſe ſingular 
ſervice, if he can ſhew, that the church go- 
vernment and diſcipline erected among us, is 


form'd upon the platform of primitive chriſtianity 


particularly, if he can ſhew the choice of bi- 
ſhops, and the various offices eſtabliſhed, the 
way whereby presbyters obtain their livings, 
and the whole ſcheme of their ſpiritual courts, 
have any reſemblance of primitive chriſtianity, 
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and eſpecially that which moſt properly de- 
ſerves that name. 

But to proceed with the Dean: This 
church was eſtabliſhed by law ; and the people of 
England were bound to communion with it as 
chriſtian ſubjects; ſo bound, I mean, that nothing 
but a perſuaſion of errors, aud corruptions in the 
church, could excuſe a ſeparation from it. 

When he ſays they were bound to communi- 
on with the church as chriſtian ſubjects, he mult 
mean, by virtue of that ſubjection they ow'd 
to the law of the land; but then this is beg- 
ing the queſtion, and taking for granted 
what I am ſure he has not yet proved, Thar 
the government has a power to preſcribe a 
religion to their ſubjects. However, I am 
glad he has ſo explain'd the obligation he 
ſpeaks of. For if a perſuaſion of errors, and 
corruptions in a church, of their atelcribing, 
will excuſe a ſparation from it, the ſubjeas 
are not then bound by the law, but by their 
own perſuaſion ; and if this be true, the Dean 
will do well to let the world know, how he 
will juſtify thoſe laws, which puniſh'd men 
for not joining in that communion, when 
they were perſuaded there were ſuch errors 
and corruptions in it. 

The Dean, when he comes to ſhew the 
of the preſent hardſhips, which 
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the diſſenters complain of, gives an account 
of the troubles there have been in the nation 
from the time of the reformation, and lays 
all the load he can upon us ; tho' he does it, 
as he ſays, with reluctance. But tis evident, 
his account is far from being a fair one. He 
ought to have faithfully related the tyranny 
the diſſenters groan d under, while the biſhops 
proceeded againſt them with the utmoſt ſe- 
verity. LI have carefully read all the lives of 
the biſhops which Mr. Striype has publiſh'd, 
and particularly the laſt,of Archbp. Whirgift ; 
and cannot but be amaz'd, that men, who 
profeſs'd themſelves proteſtants and miniſters 
of Chriſt, could ever be capable of ſuch bar- 
barity. The like I may ſay of what I have 
been able to meet with of the lives of Archbp. 
Bancroft, and Laud, and many other biſhops 
of thoſe times. And whatever the troubles 
have been which theſe diſputes have created, 
tis evident they are principally, if not wholly, 
to be charg'd upon the impoſing ſide. Tis 
as certain, as any thing of this nature can 
be, that the perſons who were harraſs'd in 
thoſe times, were perſuaded there were errors 
and corruptions in the church, This perſua- 
ſion, according to the Dean, would excuſe 
their ſeparation. Why then were they per- 
ſecuted for it? Are not theſe troubles there- 
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fore intirely to be charg'd on the perſecuting 
ſide ? 

When he comes to treat of the time of the 
civil wars, he owns, p. 33. That religion was 
not the whole of that unbappy rupture between the 
King and his people ; that occaſion there was for 
complaint with reſpe& to civil rights. This is 
an inſtance of great candour, as times go, 
He might have added, that religion was not 
the begining of that rupture. But then, ſays 
he, 'tis evident to all, that thoſe diſputes had 
ended in the happy confirmation of the ſubjeits 
rights, had not the pretences of religion and en- 
thuſiaſm mix d themſelves in the quarrel, 8c. 
Now this I dont believe, becauſe I eſteem 
the ſubjects liberty to chuſe their own religi- 
on, one of their moſt valuable rights; and un- 
leſs religion had intereſted itſelf in the quar- 
rel, no confirmation of the ſubjects rights in 
a due latitude could have been obtain'd. 
When the Dean would make uſe of thoſe 
troubles as a plea for oppreſſing the diſſen- 
ters, he would do well to remember, that 
his own church can get nothing by it. If 
thoſe of our ſide join'd with the parliament 
in oppoſing the King, thoſe of his own act- 
ed without a parliament in oppoſing another: 
and, if I miſtake not, religion then alſo 
mix'd itſelf in the quarrel. Nay, and in this 


happy 


= HH 
happy reign, when there has not been the 
leaſt ground given for complaint of any in- 


jury offer'd to the ſubjects rights, men have 
riſen up in arms againſt their ſovereign, 


Naughtering and plundering their fellow-ſub- 


jets; and if they have not had time for 
cauſing as great deſolations,as were made by 
the civil war, in K. Charles the Firſt's reign, 


tis evidently not owing to any want of good- 


will to it. Now if the diſſenters muſt be 
treated with the ſeverity be deſires, for the 
part they acted with the parliament at the 
head of them; why ſhould not the church- 
men be dealt with in like manner, for what 
they have done without any ſuch motive? 

I am far from juſtifying all that was done 
in that time, or from vindicating thoſe who 
deny'd the epiſcopal party their liberty, or ſet 
up a tyranny of their own over conſcience. 
Perſecution I abhor, wherever I find it. I 


wiſh we were all agreed to give the ſame 


thing the ſame name and character, without 
making any diſtin ction for the ſake of the 
parties who have uſed it. 

The Dean comes at length to treat of King 
Charles the Second's reign ; which he repre- 
ſents as full of goodneſs and forgiveneſs, at- 
tributing the laws complain'd of to nothin 
bot a deſign to guard againſt falling into the 
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like miſchieſs again. He thinks they could 
not haye dons leſs than they did, and that 
there was no harm in jt. But had he fairly re- 
preſented the caſe, he could not have talked 
at the rate he does. For the cutting off the 
father, and the expulſion of the ſon, were 
the acts of a faction, and could not be char- 
d upon the diſſenters in general. It was 
— very unjuſt to make that a pretence 
to lay hardſhips upon them. Beſides, they were 
the people that reſtor d the King, and had 
promiſes made them befoxehand of à quite 
different treatment, than what they met with. 
In ſhort, the presbyterians had deſerv'd well 
of the people, in ſtanding up for the ſubjects 
rights ; and of the King, for bravely oppoſing 
the putting his father to death, and for bring- 
ing him to the poſſeſſion of the crown. Nor 
could there have been the leaſt danger from 
them, if he intended to maintain the ſybjeas 
rights and privileges. But the true deſign of 
thoſe who were in the ſecret, was to divide 
and weaken the proteſtant intereſt, and make 
way for the ſetting up of popery ; and che 
zealous churohmen were the tools to promote 
it. Our adverſaries upon occaſion have been 
3 frank enough to own this; however, When 
it will ſerve a purpoſe againſt us, they can 
q diſſemble it. And "tis remarkable that the 
1 | D houſe 
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houſe which bore ſo hard upon us, ſhould 
continue long enough to ſee and repent their 
error. And whereas the Dean would lay a 
great ſtreſs upon thoſe words of the Corpo- 

ration At: That notwithſtanding all his Ma- 
jeſty's endeavours, and unparallel d indulgence in 
pardoning all that is paſt, nevertheleſs many evil 
ſpirits are ſtill working: I can't think they 
are much to be regarded by thoſe, who con- 
fider the arts practiſed in that reign ; I mean, 
the lying ſtories, and ſham plots, that were 
deviſed only to exaſperate the nation againſt 
us. The conſequence of all is, that if the 
ſeveriry uſed towards us at that time was 
cauſeleſs and unreaſonable, the continuance 
of it muſt be ſo too. 

But the Dean himſelf tha an objecti- 
on, p. 37. But however juſtifiable this might be 
upon the cloſe of the troubles, and whilſt things 
continued to be in agitation ; yet perhaps it will be 
ſaid, that now the caſe is alter d; the diſaffection to 
the church is abated ; and we have nothing to 
fear from the diſſenters, tho' places of power and 
truſt in the government ſhould be lodg'd in their 
bands. To this he anſwers: I wiſh this were 
all true ; and am willing to allow, that there are 
many among them, who are fine incere in their pre- 


feſons of moderation, 


The 
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The ready way to cure the diſaffection, 
is to treat the diſſenters after another man- 
ner, than has been uſed for ſome years paſt, 
I am miſtaken, if rigor do's not increaſe it, 
I am glad he is pleaſed to allow, there is any 
ſincerity inthe profeſſions we many of us make 
of moderation. Whether I, who am preſently 
brought in by him, am within this charita- 
ble allowance, I can't tell ; but can however 
very ſincerely declare, that I heartily love a 
good man in any party; and that I can as 
freely converſe with men of candor and ci- 
vility who differ from me, as with thoſe of 
my own fort; that I have not the leaſt de- 


| tire, chat hardſhips, or ſo much as negative 


diſcouragements, ſhould be uſed toward any 
perſon for a religious opinion, that do's not 
affect the civil ſtate; and that I deſire no 
kinder treatment from thoſe that differ from 
me, than I am willing they ſhould meet 
with at my hands. | 
He goes on: But, alas! tis one thing to 
ſay how 2e would uſe power, if we had it ; and 
another to know bow to uſe it, when we bave it, 
This obſervation is very true, and the 
Dean might have confirm'd it by various in- 
ſtances. There are two which I cant but 
reco!le& as very pertinent. The epiſcopal 
party, juſt before the Reſtoration, were very 
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forward in declaring how they would uſe 
power if they had it, and large promiſes 
they made iti their diſtteſs; but no ſooriet 
had they got the power in their bands, but 
they quite forgot all, and oppreſsd the vety 
men who brought them in. In like manner, 
when the fame party found their own powet 
abridg'd, and themſelves in danger, in King 
Fames the Second's reign, how frank were 
they in acknowledgitig the error of their for- 
mer perſecutions? What proteſtations did 
they make of their readineſs to come to a 
temper? And what promiſes of the fine 
things they would do to heal the breach, if 
ever they had it in their power? But as 
ſoon as their own turn was ſerv'd, all theſe 
were forgotten ; the zealous churchmen op- 
poſed all attempts for accommodation; and 
a toleration could not be obtain'd, large e- 
nough to allow us the liberty of teaching 
ſchools, to bring up our children in our own 
way; and that toleration we had, as ſcanty 
as it was, has been envy'd us ever fince, and 
miſerably abridg'd of late years. | 

But the Dean, having made this obſerva- 
tion, is for letting it paſs, tho' at other times 
he is careful enough to draw conſequences 
from obſervations far leſs to the purpoſe, 


Since he has omitted it, I beg leave to da 
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it fot him. Now as his remark is not con- 
cerning the diſſenters barely, but concerning 
mankind in general, the natural conſequence 
is this: That as all mei have the trueſt noti- 
otis of the right uſe of power, when they are 
out of it, and are #pt to abuſe it when tliey 
have it; "tis the wiſdom of any government 
to limit the uſe of power according to the no- 
tions of thoſe that have it not, and not to re- 
gard the fair promiſes of otie or an other par- 
ty, but to take care that no one party ſhall 
abuſe power to oppreſs and injure another. 
And this will be done, when the civil and na- 
tural rights of all ſubjects are ſecur'd. 

The Dean next asks : Have any of the diſſen- 
ters declar d, that thiy are for maintaining the 
church as by law eftabliſh'd ? 

| *Twould be very ſtrange if they ſhould. 
Can they diſlike ſo many things as they do in 
the church, and yet be againſt altering them? 
The taking away of their natural rights, is 
probably reekon d by him one part of the eſta- 
bliſhment of the church: and can a man be 

a diſſenter, and yet declare he is for main- 
taining this? But this is conſiſtent enovgh 
with the Dean's ſcheme; who is for incapa- 
citating all that are diſſenters. 

But let us hear how he anſwers his own 
queſtion ; No certainly: the nmoſt 1hat has been 
pleaded 
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pleaded in their behalf, is, © That their prin- 
* ciples amount to thoſe of a general 
, toleration to peaceable ſubjects. And 
far this he refers to what I have cited of the 
Diſjenters laſt Addreſs, in my Letter to Dr. Snape, 
p. 33. And thus he diſcants upon it: I rejoice 
in this bappy reformation of their principles: Now 
for my part, I will not deny that our prin» 
ciples have been reform'd, and that ſome a- 
mong us have formerly entertain d too friend- 
ly thoughts of that abomination, which can 
never be enough expos d. But does the Dean 
think this a bappy reformation? I wiſh he 
did ; he would not then retain thoſe princi- 
ples himſelf, which we have diſcarded. 

But, ſays he, let me ask the gentlemen of South 
Britain, what they are like to get by accepting, 
ef a toleration for their religion, inſtead of an 
eſtabliſhment : 

By this we may ſee where we are to look for 
that awarice and luſt of power, Which the Dean 
before talks of, as making a ſad world, when 
they prevail. The queſtion is not, What is 
juſt and equal, but what is to be got by any 
courſe ? But I hope the gentlemen of South 
Britain will be ſenſible tis no deſpicable gain, 


when by doing juſtice in ſecuring per- 


ſons their natural rights, they get a good 
conſcience, and promote peace among ſub, 
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jects, and ſtrengthen the preſent government 
Not indeed will any have reaſon to complain; 
for a general toleration is equivalent to a general 
eſtabliſhment : and the loſs will be only of a po- 
wer to oppreſs peaceable ſubjects and neigh- 
bours ; which is a loſs that neither the Dean, 

nor any gentleman in South Britain ſhould re- 
gret. 

But he go's on: and that [toleration] roo 
limited to the condition of being peaceable ſub- 
jefs ; a condition highly reaſonable in itſelf, but 
which may be eaſily expounded away; and proba- 
bly would be ſo, unleſs they could appear to be bigh- 
ly ſatisfied with their hard bargain. 

How eaſy is it for a man of the Dean's temper 
to give an invidious turn to the moſt harmileſs 
and juſt expreſſions ? Since he owns the conditi- 
on to be highly reaſonable in itſelf, why ſhould he 
ſuſpect us of any inclination to expound it a- 
way? And if ſuch inſinuations are allowable 
what room can there be left for charity? Bur 
there was enough in the paragraph, I cited 
from the Addreſs, to guard againſt this ſug- 
geſtion ; and therefore the Dean, according 
to his uſual faitneſs, did well to put down on- 
ly a part of it. The words I cited were theſe: 
Our principles are, as we hope, the moſt 
ies „ ene to mankind; amounting to no 

. more, than thofe of 2 general tole ration to 

« all 
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ce all peaceable ſubjects, univerſal love, and 
ce charity for all chriſtians, and to act always 
ci jn matters of religion, as God ſhall give us 
ce light in his will about them. Now ſuch 
an expounding away that condition, would 
render our principles not friendly to man- 
kind, and would be inconfiſtent with univex- 
ſal love and charity for all chriſtians, and with 
that liberty which we muſt be underſtood to 
ſuppoſe belongs to all mankind, as well as our- 
ſelves, wiz. to act always in matters of reli- 
gion, as God gives light in his will about 
them. But he has yet another fling at this 
declaration before he leaves it. 

Beſides, ſays he, ths declaration for toleration 
ſands only upon the authority of the diſſenters, Ad- 
dreſs to the King; an authority they are not vil- 
ling to abide by in all caſes ; and never more com- 
plain, than when they are preſs'd with a like ar- 
gument, founded upon their Addreſles to James the 
Second, 

The caſe of the diſſenters was then very 
peculiar ; a ſudden and unexpected de- 
liverance from a long and cruel perſecution, 
might tranſport as wiſe men as they can pre- 
tend to be, and occaſion their uſing unguar- 
ded expreſſions of their joy and gratitude. I 
juſtify none of theſe; and they themſelves 
ſoon ſaw their error. Now tis not very ho- 

nourable 
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nourable in the churchmen to reproach us 
with theſe ; ſince had it not been for them, 
we could never have needed the deliverance, 
which proved the temptation. Befides, thoſe 
Addrefſes, which came many of them from the 
people, were not all of a fort ; however, the 
government thought fit to publiſh thoſe only 
that were of a pleaſing ſtrain, which therefore 
on that account can't be fairly urg'd againſt 
the diſſenters in general. But the Addreſs I 

refer to, was the.reſule of the deliberate con- 
ſultation of the whole body of the diſſenting 
miniſters in the metropolis of the kingdom; 
nor have I heard of one ſingle perſon elſe- 
where, that did not approve of it; and there- 
fore it may more juſtly be taken for a decla- 
ration of our principles in general. And 
when the Dean will undertake to juſtify all 
his church addreſſes, which had been preſen- 
ted before that time, and which the diſſenters 
might have alleg'd as their precedents; or 
when he will vindicate thoſe, which have come 
from his party ſince they have ſo freely res 
proach'd; us with ours; I think, I may ſafely 


undertake the defence of them; I confeſs, I 
ſhould: have hardly expected any thing of 
this nature from one of the London clergy; 
conſidering the. Addreſi which they not long 
W which had too much * 
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dity, and inconſiſtency in it, to be ſoon ſor- 
gotten. 

In the next place he thus reaſons againſt 
us, p. 39. The diſſenters are ſtill fond of their own 
principles and opinions : Nor are they, I ſup- 
poſe, at all ſingular therein. And we have once 
ſeen how that fondneſs tranſported them, when 
they had power in their hands. Why then are we 
not to (uppoſe that they would uſe power again, if 
put into their hands, to ſet up what they account 
pure religion ; and to expel, what not only they, 
but others of higher rank, and under greater obli- 
gations to the church, have treated as popiſh and 
ſuperſtitious ? 

If by ſetting up, he means doing their ut- 
moſt by perſuaſion and argument to pro- 
mote it, no one doubts they would. But if 
he means, that they would uſe any civil pow- 
er to compel men to embrace what they ac- 
count pure religion, there is no reaſon to 
think they would; becauſe they declare a- 
gainſt it, and deſire to be themſelves, or to 
have others, intruſted with no ſuch power: 
and both they, and thoſe of higher rank, are 
abſolutely againſt the uſing any external 
force, or ſo much as negative diſcourage- 
ments, to expel what they account popiſh and 
ſuperſtitious, provided only it be not prejudi- 
cial to the civil ſtate. Beſides, if this argu- 

ment 
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ment is of any force againſt us,it muſt be fo 
likewiſe againſt the church of England, as I 
have ſhewn already. 

The Dean advances another argument 
againſt us: It is well known, that in the late 
times there was a ſolemn league and covenant 
enter d into by many, to root out the eſtabliſh'd 
church of England, and never more to permit its 
return. eAt the Reſtoration, ſome there were, 
who left their livings, rather than depart from 
this engagement. Has their ſteady adherence to 
theſe obligations been blam d or condemn'd by their 
brethren of theſe times? No; ſo far from it, that 
they baue labour d to adorn the lives and chara- 
cters of theſe men; their ſufferings for this cauſe 
have been magnify'd and extoll d; and they bave 
been repreſented to the public, as confeſſors ſuffer- 
ing for rigbteouſneſs ſake ; as lights ſhining in the 
dark, and of whom the world was not worthy. 
eAnd now let any body draw the natural conſe- 
quence from this : Is it reaſonable to think, that 
thoſe who bade conſecrated their forefathers zeal 
to deſtroy the eſtabliſh d church, and offer'd up ſo 
much incenſe to it in the eze of the world, do them- 
ſelves condemn thoſe principles, which they do ſo 
adore in others ? | | 

I frankly own myſelf one of thoſe ho 
applaud their zeal, and extol their ſufferings, 
which have not, that I know of, been mag- 
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nify d by any. I think they deſerve all the 
honourable characters, which have been gi- 


ven of them. And J will venture to ſay, tis 
the brighteſt inſtance of any I have met with 
of the integrity of clergymen, ſince the cea- 
ſing of the heathen perſecutions; that in 


the year 1662, above two thouſand together 
choſe rather to part with their livings, than 
their conſciences. But now to conſider the 
thing itſelf : One of the terms of conformity 
was, That every miniſter muft renounce the 
covenant in theſe words: © I do declare that 
6e I do hold, there lies no obligation upon 
< me, or any other perſon, from the oath 
* commonly call'd the ſolemn league and coves 
© nant, to endeavour any change or altera- 
© tion of government, either in church or 
< ſtate ; and that the fame was in itſelf an 
* unlawful oath, and impos'd upon the ſub- 
c“ jects of this realm againſt the known laws 
* and liberties of this kingdom.” There 
were many of them who had never taken the 
covenant themſelves, and who thought, as I 
do, it was unlawfully impos'd, and might be 
in ſome parts in itſelf unlawful ; but the great 
thing they all ſtuck at in this declaration was, 
that there lay no obligation upon any one from 
it to endeavour any change or alteration of 
government in the church. One part of the co- 
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venant was in theſe words: That we ſhall 
<« ſincerely, really, and conſtantly, thro' the 
f grace of God, endeavour in our ſeveral 
ce places and callings—— the reformation of 
religion in the kingdoms of England and 
* heland, in doctrine, worſhip, diſcipline, 
* and government, according to the word 
Fe of God, and the example of the beſt 
* reformed churches.” Now as theſe con- 
feſſors knew, that many, who had taken the 
covenant, were convinc'd that the word of 
God was the rule by which the government 
of the church ought to be reform'd, and that 
other churches came nearer to that rule, in 
many things, than the church of England ; 
how could they declare, there was no obliga- 


tion upon them from the covenant to endea- 


vour in their places and callings ſuch a re- 
formation? I put it to the Dean, Whether 
he takes it to be a fin, for any man, with- 
out violence and tumult, but keeping him- 
ſelf quietly in his own place and calling, to 
endeavour an alteration of the government 
of the church of England, as tis now lodg'd 
in the ſpiricual courts? If it be not, why 
might not men, who had taken the covenant, 
be thought oblig'd thereby to endeavour. it? 
Tf the government of the church in all its 
parts is abſolutely perfect, there is no room 
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for a farther reformation, and the oath to en- 
deavour after one would be unlawful in itſelf ; 
but ſince this will not be pretended, I can 


ſee no hurt at all in it. Now tho” no oath 


can bind a man to do an unlawful thing; yet 
certainly every man is oblig'd to do every 
lawful thing he is ſworn to. And if the Dean 
will not grant this, he will tempt men to 
think his zeal, notwithſtanding all his pre- 
tences, is not ſo great for the religion of an 
oath, as to ſerve a preſent turn. 

He next tells us, p. 40. It has of late years 
been a prevailing opinion among Jome members of 
the church of England, that the diſſenters had 
worn off their rigid zeal againſt the church; and 
that there was little more left in the controverſy, 
than the difficulty about reordination, and the diſ- 
Pute about ſome indifferent rites and ceremonies. 

I ſuppoſe theſe members of the church of 
England were they, who were for the At; 
againſt occaſional Conformity and Schiſm ; and 
that their grand reaſon was, that a freſh ani- 
moſity ſhould be raiſed, leaſt the breach 
ſhould be healed. 

I have the more reaſon to think he means 
theſe, becauſe in the next words he places 
Dr. Snape among them. eAmong the reſt, ſays 
he, Dr. Snape ſeems to have been in this miſtake : 
but by this time I preſume he is conyinc'd of bis 

error, 
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error, fince Mr. Peirce has told bim, hom highly af. 
fronting to the diſſenters ſuch an opinion of tbem is + 
And here he cites what I ſay to the Dr. p. 5. 
© How could you ſuggeſt, that we dont ſo 
© much as pretend the terms of your com- 
© munion are ſinful? Since the Dean has 
ſaid nothing againſt this paſſage, I need not 
ſay any thing in defence of it. 

Speaking then farther concerning me, he 
ſays: And he goes on to give inſtances of ſinful 
terms of our communion ; and then, in the name of 
all his brethren, he paſſes a judgment, that makes 
the whole eccleſiaſtical conſtitution ſinful : © You 
% may depend upon it, that the great body 
ce of the diſſenters judge the terms of com- 
© munion ſinfully impoſed, p. 6. 
Which words I readily own, and will juſtify, 
if there be occaſion. And how could men be 
diſſenters, if they did not ſo judge of thoſe 
terms? This is no new diſcovery of mine, but 
what he may eaſily meet with in any of os 
writers. And for my own part, I frankly de- 
clare my own judgment, that unſcriptural 
terms cannot lawfully be impoſed: and no 
power on earth has a right to make more 
neceſſary to communion, than Chriſt has to 
ſalvation : wherein the Dean knows the dil- 
ſenters are not ſingular. 


He goes on, making this remark upon my 
words ; 


(49) 
words, p. 41. This ſtrikes not at one, or at many 
of our terms of communion, but at the whole eſta- 
Hiſument: All the unſcriptural terms of com- 
munion, I grant, it ſtrikes at. The foundation 
it ſelf is fin, and nothing good can be raiſed on it. 

If by, the foundation he means the prin- 
ciple upon which they act, wiz. That they 
have- power of adding terms of commu- 
nion over and above what Chriſt has ap- 
pointed ; I own the foundation is wrong, and 
nothing good can be raiſed upon it; how- 
ever there may by the ſame men upon another 
and better foundation, the ſcriptures. The 
ſuperſtructure is only ſo far evil, as tis nor 
built upon that foundation. 

He adds: And therefore be very frankly and 
conſiſtently. declares, p. 30: © We rejoice to ſee 
* the foundations ſhaken, and the fabric 
© ſinking, as we never doubted but it would 
< fometime or other. 

This paſſage, as the Dean has placed it; 
may eaſily be miſapplied by the reader. I 
therefore deſire he would obſerve, that I am 
there ſpeaking againſt peoples being led by an 
implick. faith in men; and for their govern- 
ing their faith and practice by the word of 
God, as the only rule. I then tell the Doctor: 
This is what we have always profeſs'd, 

<= andbh am much miſtaken, if we are ye 

© to 
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cet be mov'd by any reaſons you have 
ee browght to the contrarty. We cant ſee the 
© eauſe of ſlavery thrives under your manage- 
ee ment; which is a mean defence againſt a 
e noble and brave oppoſit ion, We rejoice 
©: to ſes the foundations ſhiken, &. Nor 
can I ſee; why the Dean ſhould be offended 
either wirli my bopre;or triumph, upon the pre- 
vailing of true and generous principles; eſpe- 
cially wWwhen tis under the management of 
ſo dase an ornament of his own commu- 
nion. 510M 107, bib (2:2 
But to po dn, adds the Bean, be i 4 
abt with perſecution: 1 wiſh there was no 
cauſe for the charge. And all who differ from 
the Biſbop of Bangor in the preſent contro vet ſy, at 
maintainers of it. Nor has the Dean been On 
93 noh 0.1014 
Agreenble ta which; be bat as Alete 
a th boly remnant, that ha ue not bowed the knee 
to. Baal, 5. 38. So tbot tbe church of England in 
this compatiſon (and ſluuld ſeem therefore in this 
gentleman's: opinion): i an idelatreſi, and ber 
prieſts are te prieſin of, aal. 
This is not a juſt repreſentation. of my 
ſenſe; tho. I dont much complain of him, 
ſince, he has ſuſed me much better thay, | he has 
the Biſhop of Bangor. Thoſe words have. no 
Pas to. the church of l in pirtichlar, 
> The 
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The caſe is thus: Mr. Pillamniere had com- 
plain d of the ſmallneſs of the number of 
thoſe proteſtants in general, who had gone 
upon the true and only defenſible pringiple of 
the reformation z that is, who were againſt 
perſecution ; and among others, he feem'd to 
me, to reckon the diſſenters to be friends 
to perſecution. © He exprefs'd likewiſe his 
judgment, that the extream ſmalneſs of the 
number of thoſe who were. for toleration, and 
againſt perfecution, was the only reaſon why 
the reformed religion did not more prevail 
in the world. Now whe I had aſſerted that 
the diſſenters declar d for toleration, T added⸗ 
% And 1 hope twill be a comfort. to bim, 
% who complains of the ſmalneſs of the num · 
ec ber of thoſe, who go upon the true and on- 
e ly defenſible ground of the reſormation, to 
ce hear that God has reſer d 10 himſelf, I dont 
« fay ſeven,but many times ſeven 8bouſand;whe 
© Þave not bowed the knee, Ac. I dif not fo 
much as put in the word Bu; and when tis 
added, tis evident, that only perſecution 
(which is a great idol with ſome men) is 
compar'd with Bue!l. And as one half of 
choſe whom Mr. Pillomiere commends, as be- 
ing againſt perſecution, are of the church of 
England, and muſt be manifeſily-jain'd with 


thoſe” who have mt bow the knee; ſo the 
charge 
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charge can't be underftood, as brotight again 
ehe church of Eogland in general; but only 
againft thoſe in that, ot any other church, 
who are for perſecution. And therefore bis 
complaint of me here, and again, p. 43. 
where he tenews it, is whotly round * 
Next the Dean would argue how much 
more dangerous to the fate the diſſenters are, 
chan the church of England. The church f 
England ( ſays he) owns itſelf ſubject to the ci- 
vil power, in making, canons and conſtitutions for 
external government and diſcipline: And it 
would be ſtrange indeed if it did not; fince it it 
owes its very being, as a national ckurch, to 
the civil power. Mbes bor the ſtate has I to 
He the church the worſe for this, let others judge. 
There can be no queſtion, the ſtate, when 
they think fit to authorize a ſet of men to 
make canons and conſtitutions, muſt like 
very well of their being ſubjeck to them 
ſelves in tlie matter. But the queſtion is ; 
Whether Chriſt has authorized any men 
to do this; and whether the ſtate hay 
xeaſon to be pleagd with thoſe who ſhew a 
fondneſs for it, tho? in a ſubjection ro them- 
ſelves; . eſpecially when they find that tis real- 
ly an oppreſſſon and grievance to the ſub- 
je&. Bur I'dont ſo much blame the Dean 
for colloguing and daubing with the ſtate, 
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in repreſenting the ſubjection of his church 
to them; as 1 do for his notorious miſrepre - 
ſentation of his ee, in wht fol-. 
lows. 

But thoſe, ſays he, who, are 2 at, it, 
may aſſure themſelves, they ſball have 10 ſuch rea-, 
ſon of complaint againſt the diſſenters ; they pretend 
to a power and diſcipline, equally great and exten- 
ſive, with that claim'd or uſed by the Halles 
church. 

This I aver to be an utter falſhood; and 
therefore call upon the Dean to beg pardon 
of God, and the world, for publiſhing it. Tis 
a ſign of a very bad cauſe, when men uſe 
ſuch arts as theſe to promote it. And it has 

N 5 
been often a comfort to, me to conſider, that 
by fuch ſort of methods our enemies 
have frequently inflam'd the ſtate. againſt 
us, and accompliſh'd their malicious purpoſes. 

The church of England claims a power to 
decrce rites and ceremonies, and authority 
in controverſies of faith; a power of making 
laws and canons concerning things not men- 

tion d in the ſcriptures; a power of iſſuing 
writs,and forcibly compelling men to anſwer 
for themſelves in their ſpiritual courts, and of 
raking them up and impriſoning them, when 
excommunicated, and that whether they 
are members of their  cymmunion, or not; 
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a power of commuting penances, and chang- 
ing excommunication - into a pecuniary 
mul. - I might reckon up many other things 
of the like nature. But any ſuch power, as 
this, is diſclaim'd and abhor'd by the diſſen- 
ters. They pretend not to impoſe upon the 
beleif or practice of any; they are againſt 
any other compulſion, but that of reaſon and 
argument; they pretend not to extend their 
diſcipline to any, but thoſe of their own com- 
munion; they think they have no warrant. 
for any proceedings with thoſe of their 
communion, beſides brotherly admonitions, 
and rejecting them from their communion, 
incaſe of their denying the fundamental doc- : 
trines of chriſtianity, ſuch as, That Feſus it 
the Chriſt, the Son of God; the Reſurrection, &c. 
or in caſe of plain immorality and wick 
edneſs. But fines and impriſonments, as the; 
conſequence + of the ſentence, they deteſt. 
They diſown the power of making any thing. 
a crime, which the ſcripture has not derer- 
min'd to be ſo; and of inflicting any penalty, 
which i is not hargia preſcrib'd. 


But he goes on: They claim it too indepen- 


Jenthy of the ſtate in every reſpect; for they claim 
it all as the law of. Chriſt, over which no 1. 


mane power bat authority. 
Such a power as I have montion d, we do 
5 2 5 2 | indced 
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indeed claim, as the law of Chriſt ; and I 
defire to be inform'd, whether it be not ma- 
nifeftly fo 2 And ſince he owns that no hu- 
mane power has authority over that law, 1 
ſee no teaſon why we may not claim it inde. 
of the ſtate, The laws of Chriſt 
contain a religion, which can be ng way pre- 
judicial to the ſtate, and therefore every one, 
who. profefies it, has a natural right to be 
protected, while he acts according to it. 
Did we pretend, indeed, that by the law 
of Chriſt we were warranted to enatt 
Hus of our own, independent on the 
ſtate; or that we were warranted, by our au- 
thoxicative interpretations: and expoſitions of 
the laws of Chriſt, to break in upon mens 
properties, or any way to diſturb the ſtate, 
were fit we ſhould be reſtrain d. But no- 
thing of this nature can be charg d upon us. 

He proceeds: For this reaſow Mr. Peirce pro- 
fefſes himſelf, and his brethren, unconcerw'# in the 
Biſhop's doctrine, tho it takes all power from men ta 
wakes laws in matters of' conſcience: © This, 
«« fays he, can't do the leaſt prejudice to us. 
©* The government | mind bis resſon | we 
& plead'for, is no other than the execution of 
* the-laws of Chriſt, . 22, 232 

And is not this reaſoning ſufficiently plain? 
The Biſhop's doctrine, that no men have a 
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power to make laws relating to conſelence 
and etetnal ſalvation, can't in the leaſt preju- 
dice us; becauſe we never plead for any 
power of making ſuch laws, but look upoa 
all that can be cightfully made, as made al- 
ready by Chriſt; and the deſign of our go- 
vernment is not to make any new laws of 
our own, but only to execute thoſe we find 
ready prepar'd to our hands in our Bibles. I 
with when the Dear's hand was in, he hal 
gone on with bis citation a flictte farther; and 
the rather, becauſe the following words ſerve 
to explain thoſe he has ſer down, and might 
have ſav'd him. the trouble of the diſingenu · 
ous reflection he has added. Thus then ie fol- 
lows, p. 23. We pretend not to a power to re- 
«© quire more of men than Chriſt has done, ot 
© eo infli& any penalties but thoſe that are 
purely ſpiritual, that is,toexclude men from 
our communion when they ack in manifeſt 
” contrariety to thehaws of Chriſt, We are 
* not for calling in the civil magiſtrate, to 
4 give virtue and force to our cenſures. How 
then can che frame of our government be 
* ſtrack at? 5. e. by the Biſhop's doctrine, 
25 Dr. Snape pretended. When the Dean read 
this, one would think he ſhould ſee, there was 
no room for the reflection che reader will 
moet wicht inchis: next ſentenes but one. 
And 
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Aud ſince this is their opinion; TH venture 1 
fay for them, that "ris likewiſe their opinion, that 
wo power on earth can reſtrain them- in the exerciſe 
of an) part of that government they plead for. 
I grant no power on earth can rigbiſalh 
reſtrain us from exerciſing the laws of 
Chriſt. But if under a pretence of executing 
the laws of Chriſt, we invade the magilſtrate's 
office, or the ſubject's property, they may 
juſtly reſtrain us. Now follows his reflection. 
And witbeat a ſpirit of prophecy, tis eaſily 
foreſeen, that if euer tbey' have rule, their little 
finger will be thicker, than the loins of the thurch : 
the bolineſs of t heir.) government ,; it being the ex 
ecution of the laws f Cbriſt, will; make them 


(whatſoever. fey nb realuur « aue i 
upon all. Jad. bbs 


414. 


Men of a 1 think 4 as 1 
foreſee things, as tho they had a ſpirit of 
prophecy. Whether this be the caſe of the 
Dean, the reader may eaſily judge. He talks 
of our having the rule; whereas we defire not 
to have the rule, any otherwiſe than we actu- 
ally have it; that is, a power of ordering our 
aſſemblies according to the beſt. knowledge 
we have of the laws of Chriſt. The only 
thing we deſire farther is, that as this rule is 
not in the leaſt prejudicial to the Kare,” ſo the 
ſtats would not diſcourage us in it; but not- 
=" with- 
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withſtanding what we do herein with a good 
conſcience, permit us to injoy our natural 
rights, as well as other good ſubjects. We 
are ſo far from deſiring to impoſe our eccle- 
ſiaſtical government upon others, that we 
heartily wiſh the ſtate would take care, not to 
leave it in the power of any men to impoſe; 
by any means, upon their neighbours in ſuch 
matters. The holineſs of our government is 
to be meaſur'd by the laws of Chriſt, which 
tis deſign'd to execute; but this cannot make 
us zealous to impoſe it upon all; becauſe tis 
not agreeable, in our apprehenſions, to the 
laws of Chriſt to impoſe it upon any. And 
one would think this ſufficient to ſatisfy any 
reaſonable man. 

The Dean repeats his reflection upon me, 
for repreſenting the cletgy of the church of Eu- 
gland as prieſts of Baal, which I have already 
ſhown to be a miſtake. I ſhall not therefore 
need to conſider the uſe he makes of it. Only 
he may pleaſe to obſerve, that the purpoſes 
he intimates are to be ſerved, are only the 
fruits of his own imagination; and tis eaſy 
to ſee the ſtate may ſecure the rights of the 
ſubject, and yet guatd againſt any danget 

rom thoſe who are admitted to offices If 
the Dean is as willing, as he profeſſes, to have 


our controverſy about conformity determin'd 
8 by 
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by reaſon and argument; why does he fp 
induſtriouſſy plead againſt the removing 
thoſe hardſhips which lie upon us, which on- 
ly ſerve to hinder mens hearkening to, and 
weighing impartially the reaſons on both 
ſides 2 . 
I have now gone thro' all that the Dean 
ſays relating to my ſelf, as well as examin'd 
the foundation upon which he builds. If 
what I have ſaid concerning that holds good, 
there is no need of examining the reſt of his 
diſcourſe, which is built upon it ; tho' I own, 
Lat firſt deſign'd to have beſtow d ſome re- 
marks upon other parts of it, hoping I ſhould 
have been able to bring things into a narrow- 
er compaſs. But I am the eaſier in paſling 
them over, ſince as they are anſwers to par- 
ticular paſſages of the Biſhop, his Lordſhip 
has promis'd a reply to them. I am not much 
verſt in our Hel, of Parliament, and have 
therefore omitted to inquire into the argu- 
ments advanc'd upon their authority. If the 
unreaſonableneſs of them be made appear in 
one caſe, *cwill be a poor vindication to 
produce ſrom them any others that are very 
like to it. If the Dean finds any ſatisfaction 
in ſuch reaſonings, I am not inclin'd to envy 
him; nor will I contend with him about 
them, it being my reſolution to conſider what 
evidence 
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evidence there is for things from reaſon and 
ſcripture, without any regard to ſuch hu- 
mane and fallible teſtimonies. ; 
The Dean in his Preface ſeems concern'd, 
not to give a pretence to lowers of ſcandal to raiſe 
a clamour, as if be intended an odious compariſon 
between papiſts and proteſtant diſſenters. And 
indeed, when he ſhews his reſentment of the 
compariſon he only imagin'd I made, between 
the clergy of the church of England and the 
prieſts of Baal, it would not be very decent 
in him to compare us with the papiſts, be- 
eween whom I have ſhewn there is not any 
ground of making a compariſon. 5 

But notwithſtanding all this grimace, he 
plainly enough declares in that very ſen- 
tence, twas his judgment, That the incapaci - 
tating laws relating to papiſts, and thoſe relating 
to diſſenters of all ſorts, are founded in one com- 
mon reaſon. And in the body of his Book, p. 
55. he declares his mind thus: For my own 
part, as far as the argument for perſecution is con- 
cern d, I make no difference between one religion 
and another. | 

May I not then put to him what he ſays 
in his Preface, with reference to the Biſhop of 
Bangor : How could be, a chriſtian, a proteſtant, 
and a dignified clergyman of the church of England, 
make that odious compariſon, which he would 
3 | not 


Wo ay * *. 


hot be thought to ifftend, and the charge: of 


Which he repreſents as a clamour, AN 
Mmuſt proceed from rhe lovers of ſcandal? 
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